CITY COUNCIL OF MONTEREY PARK
AND THE CITY COUNCIL ACTING ON BEHALF OF THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY
OF THE FORMER REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

AGENDA

THIS IS A JOINT SPECIAL AND REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
BOTH MEETINGS WILL BE CALLED TO ORDER AT 6:30 P.M.
(THE REGULAR MEETING WILL NOT BE SEPARATELY CALLED TO ORDER)

THE SPECIAL MEETING AND REGULAR MEETING WILL BE COMBINED
FOR PURPOSES OF ACTION TAKEN AND OFFICIAL MINUTES

Wednesday
July 1, 2020
6:30 p.m.

EXECUTIVE ORDER NO. N-29-20

These meetings will be conducted pursuant to Section 3 of Executive Order No. N-29-
20 issued by Governor Newsom on March 17, 2020.

Accordingly, Councilmembers will be provided with a meeting login number and
conference call number; they will not be physically present at council chambers.

Pursuant to the governor’s order, the public may provide public comment utilizing the
methods set forth below.

Note that city hall is currently closed to the public. You will not be admitted to city hall.

MISSION STATEMENT
The mission of the City of Monterey Park is to provide excellent services
to enhance the quality of life for our entire community.

GENERAL INFORMATION

Documents related to an Agenda item are available to the public in the City Clerk’s Office located at
320 West Newmark Avenue, Monterey Park, CA 91754, during normal business hours and the City’s
website at http://www.montereypark.ca.gov/AgendaCenter/City-Council-17.

The public may watch the meeting live on the city’s cable channel MPKTV (AT&T U-verse, channel 99
or Charter Communications, channel 182) or by \visiting the city's website at
http://www.montereypark.ca.gov/133/City-Council-Meeting-Videos.

This Agenda includes items considered by the City Council acting on behalf of the Successor Agency of
the former Monterey Park Redevelopment Agency which dissolved February 1, 2012. Successor
Agency matters will include the notation of “SA” next to the Agenda Item Number.
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Monterey Park City Council and Successor Agency Agenda, July 1, 2020 - Page 2

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

In accordance with Executive Order No. N-29-20 and guidance from the California Department of
Public Health on gatherings, remote public participation is allowed in the following ways:

Via Email

Public comment will be accepted up to an hour before the meeting via email to
mpclerk@montereypark.ca.gov and read into the record during public comment, when feasible. We
request that written communications be limited to not more than 50 words.

Via Telephone

Public comment may be submitted via telephone during the meeting, before the close of public
comment, by calling (888) 788-0099 or (877) 853-5247 and entering Zoom Meeting ID: 972 7712 7559
then press pound (#). When prompted to enter participation ID number press pound (#) again. If
participants would like to make a public comment they will enter “*9” then the Clerk’s office will be
notified and you will be in the rotation to make a public comment. Participants are encouraged to join
the meeting 15 minutes before the start of the meeting. You may speak up to 5 minutes on Agenda
item. Speakers will not be allowed to combine time. The Mayor and City Council may change the
amount of time allowed for speakers. As part of the virtual meeting protocols, anonymous persons will
not be allowed to provide public comment.

Important Disclaimer

When a participant calls in to join the meeting, their name and/or phone number will be visible to all
participants. Note that all public meetings will be recorded.

CALL TO ORDER Mayor
FLAG SALUTE Mayor
ROLL CALL Peter Chan, Hans Liang, Henry Lo, Fred Sornoso, Yvonne Yiu

AGENDA ADDITIONS, DELETIONS, CHANGES AND ADOPTIONS

PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS:

While all comments are welcome, the Brown Act does not allow the City Council to take action on
any item not on the agenda. The Council may briefly respond to comments after Public
Communications is closed. Persons may, in addition to any other matter within the City Council's
subject-matter jurisdiction, comment on Agenda Items at this time. If you provide public comment on
a specific Agenda item at this time, however, you cannot later provide comments at the time the
Agenda Item is considered.

[1.] PRESENTATION

1-A. FIREWORKS UPDATE
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[2] OLD BUSINESS

2-A. CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING IMPLEMENTING A BUSINESS
RECOVERY PROGRAM FOR RESTARTING THE LOCAL ECONOMY (CONTINUED FROM
JUNE 17, 2020)

It is recommended that the City Council consider:

(1) Planning Agency restructure:

Adopting an uncodified Urgency Ordinance upon 4/5s vote implementing the
Planning Agency restructure; and

Introducing and waiving first reading of an uncodified Ordinance implementing the
Planning Agency restructure.

(2) Business Recovery Program Phase I:

Adopting an uncodified Urgency Ordinance upon 4/5s vote implementing the

A. Planning Agency restructure; and

Introducing and waiving first reading of an uncodified Ordinance implementing the

B. Planning Agency restructure

Business Recovery Program Phase Il: Choosing temporary land use regulations to be
(3) considered during a July 15, 2020 public hearing based upon this staff report and City
Council direction.

(4) Or, taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act):

The proposed Planning Agency and Business Recovery Program Phase | Ordinances were
reviewed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code §§
21000, et seq., “CEQA”) and the regulations promulgated thereunder (14 Cal. Code of
Regulations §§15000, et seq., the “CEQA Guidelines”). Based upon that review, these
Ordinances are exempt from further review pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15269(a) because
the protection of public and private property is necessary to maintain service essential to the
public, health and welfare." Additionally, these Ordinances are exempt pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines §15061(b)(3) because it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that
the Ordinances may have a significant effect on the environment.

1 CEQA findings regarding an anticipated imminent emergency are valid (see CalBeach Advocates v. City of
Solana Beach (2002) 103 Cal.App.4th 529).
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[3.]

3-C.

Monterey Park City Council and Successor Agency Agenda, July 1, 2020 - Page 4

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS NOS. 3A-3C

WAIVE FURTHER READING AND ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE MONTEREY
PARK MUNICIPAL CODE GOVERNING HOTEL/MOTEL GUEST REGISTRIES

It is recommended that the City Council:
(1) Waive the second reading and adopt the draft proposed ordinance; or;

(2) Alternatively, take such additional related action that may be desirable.

WAIVE FURTHER READING AND ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING MONTEREY PARK
MUNICIPAL CODE (“MPMC”) 2.04.010 TO CHANGE THE REGULAR MEETING TIME

It is recommended that the City Council:
(1) Waive second reading and adopt the draft proposed ordinance; or

(2) Alternatively, take such additional related action that may be desirable.

AUTHORIZING THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS / CITY ENGINEER OR DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS AND AGREEMENTS FOR PROJECTS FUNDED THROUGH
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (CALTRANS) ON
BEHALF OF THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK

It is recommended that the City Council:

(1) Authorize the Director of Public Works / City Engineer or designee to sign all documents
related to federally funded grants for capital improvement projects on behalf of the City of
Monterey Park; and

(2) Take such additional, related, action that may be desirable.
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[4.]

[5.]

Monterey Park City Council and Successor Agency Agenda, July 1, 2020 - Page 5

PUBLIC HEARING

APPEAL OF PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 20-01, ADOPTED ON MAY 12,
2020, APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP-19-13) TO ALLOW A RETAIL
EATING ESTABLISHMENT WITH A DRIVE-THROUGH IN THE S-C (SHOPPING CENTER)
ZONE - 1970 SOUTH ATLANTIC BOULEVARD

It is recommended that the City Council consider:

(1

Opening a public hearing to consider the appeal;

)
(2)  Taking testimonial and documentary evidence;
(3)  Closing the public hearing;
(4) After considering the evidence, determine whether to uphold, amend, or overturn Planning

Commission Resolution No. 01-20; and

(5)  Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable

NEW BUSINESS

CONSIDERATION AND DIRECTION REGARDING PLACING A PROPOSITION ON THE
NOVEMBER 3, 2020 BALLOT TO ADOPT THE LAND USE ELEMENT TO THE MONTEREY
PARK GENERAL PLAN

It is recommended that the City Council consider:
(1) Adopting the following resolutions:

A A resolution calling for a special election on November 3, 2020 for consideration of a
" ballot proposition;

B A resolution requesting that Los Angeles County consolidate the special election with
" the general presidential election scheduled for the same date;

c Adopting a resolution adding a proposition entitled the “Revised Monterey Park 2040
" Land Use Element Proposition” to the previously called November 3, 2020 ballot;

D Adopting a resolution requesting that the City Attorney prepare an impartial analysis
" for the Revised Monterey Park 2040 Land Use Element Proposition; and

E Adopting a resolution authorizing ballot arguments regarding the Revised Monterey
Park 2040 Land Use Element Proposition.

(2) If desirable, direct that the City Manager draft a resolution for City Council consideration
on a future meeting agenda supporting the Revised Monterey Park 2040 Land Use
Element Proposition;

(3) If desirable, designate one or more Councilmembers to draft an argument in favor of the
Monterey Park 2040 Land Use Element Proposition; and

(4) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.
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5-B. CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION
ELECTING TO BECOME SUBJECT TO THE UNIFORM PUBLIC CONSTRUCTION COST
ACCOUNTING ACT AND AMENDING CHAPTER 3.100 “PUBLIC WORKS CONTRACTS” OF
THE MONTEREY PARK MUNICIPAL CODE

It is recommended that the City Council consider:

(1) Adopting Resolution No. declaring the City’s intent to become subject to the Uniform
Public Construction Cost Accounting Act.

(2) Introducing and waiving first reading of an Ordinance amending Chapter 3.100 to Title 3 of
the Monterey Park Municipal Code (“MPMC”) to extend the City’s election under the
Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Act to all forms of “public projects” as
defined in Public Contract Code section 22002(c); and/or

(3) Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable

CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act):

The proposed Ordinance is exempt from additional review under the California Environmental
Quality Act (Public Resources Code §§ 21000, et seq., “CEQA” and CEQA Guidelines (14
California Code of Regulations §§ 15000, et seq.) because it establishes rules and procedures
in compliance with State law; does not involve any commitment to a specific project which could
result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment; and constitutes an
organizational or administrative activity that will not result in direct or indirect physical changes
in the environment. Accordingly, the Ordinance does not constitute a “project” that requires
environmental review (see specifically CEQA Guidelines § 15378(b)(2, 5).

[6.] COUNCIL COMMUNICATIONS AND MAYOR/COUNCIL AND AGENCY MATTERS

[7] CLOSED SESSION (IF REQUIRED; CITY ATTORNEY TO ANNOUNCE)

ADJOURN
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City Council Staff Report

DATE: July 1, 2020

AGENDA ITEM NO: Old Business
Agenda Item 2-A

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: Ron Bow, City Manager

SUBJECT: Consideration and possible action regarding implementing a Business
Recovery Program for restarting the local economy (continued from
June 17, 2020)

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the City Council consider:

1. Planning Agency restructure:

a. Adopting an uncodified Urgency Ordinance upon 4/5s vote implementing
the Planning Agency restructure; and

b. Introducing and waiving first reading of an uncodified Ordinance
implementing the Planning Agency restructure.

2. Business Recovery Program Phase I:

a. Adopting an uncodified Urgency Ordinance upon 4/5s vote implementing
the Planning Agency restructure; and

b. Introducing and waiving first reading of an uncodified Ordinance
implementing the Planning Agency restructure.

3. Business Recovery Program Phase II: Choosing temporary land use regulations
to be considered during a July 15, 2020 public hearing based upon this staff
report and City Council direction.

4. Or, taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

CEQA:

The proposed Planning Agency and Business Recovery Program Phase | Ordinances
were reviewed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources
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Code §§ 21000, et seq., “CEQA”) and the regulations promulgated thereunder (14 Cal.
Code of Regulations §§15000, ef seq., the “CEQA Guidelines”). Based upon that
review, these Ordinances are exempt from further review pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
§ 15269(a) because the protection of public and private property is necessary to
maintain service essential to the public, health and welfare.! Additionally, these
Ordinances are exempt pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15061(b)(3) because it can be
seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the Ordinances may have a significant
effect on the environment.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On June 17, 2020, the City Council considered a Monterey Park Business Recovery
Program (staff report, without attachments, is included for reference). During the course
of the meeting, individual City Councilmembers expressed concern regarding the length
of the temporary Business Recovery Program (approximately one year) and having the
City Council act as the Planning Agency for all matters. Ultimately, the City Council
continued the matter until July 15t to further consider the matter during an anticipated
public hearing to be held on that date. As explained below, staff reconvened after that
meeting to provide the City Council with some alternative policy decisions regarding the
Monterey Park Planning Agency; temporary permitting for outdoor dining and retail sales;
and options for land use regulations that could be adopted following a public hearing on
July 15, 2020.

DISCUSSION

A context for proposed Business Recovery Program is included with the June 17" staff
report. Based upon discussions during the June 17" Council meeting, | am now
proposing a slightly different approach for City Council consideration.

» Planning Agency Ordinances

Included with this agenda item is an urgency and regular ordinance that would amend
the Monterey Park Municipal Code (“MPMC”) regarding the Monterey Park Planning
Commission and Design Review Board (‘DRB”). As discussed on June 17, the City
Council is the final decision-maker for all land use decisions within the City of Monterey
Park. The Council renders those decisions either directly (e.g., by adopting zone
regulations by ordinance) or upon appeal from, e.g., the Planning Commission. Both the
California Constitution and the California Government Code confer this responsibility on
the City Council.

While not required by law, the City Council chose to delegate many land use functions to
the Planning Commission and DRB through the MPMC. The Government Code allows
the City Council to specify what kinds of land use authority is delegated to the Planning
Commission and DRB, i.e., the City Council can be very specific about how such boards

' CEQA findings regarding an anticipated imminent emergency are valid (see CalBeach Advocates v. City
of Solana Beach (2002) 103 Cal.App.4th 529).
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and commissions function. Based upon the City Council’s discussion, staff reviewed the
powers delegated to the Planning Commission and DRB from the standpoint of making
planning decisions more efficient for applicants.

The DRB was originally created? in 1984 and is generally authorized to review proposed
projects from a design standpoint, i.e., the aesthetics of a project. When doing so, it is
required to apply design standards that the City last reviewed in 1987.3 It is unclear
whether those design standards were ever considered by the Planning Commission or
City Council in the 33 years since they were adopted. While the City Council reviewed
and revised the DRB’s authority between 1984 and the mid-1990s, there have been no
substantive changes since 2000.

MPMC § 21.02.080 states that

“In accordance with Government Code §§ 6500, et seq., the Planning
Commission of the City of Monterey Park will administer this title and its
amendments. The Planning Commission has the authority and
responsibility to hear and act upon all matters as specified in this title and
any other responsibilities authorized by this Code.”

This is a broad delegation of authority; most functions related to land use planning are
within the Planning Commission’s duties and responsibility.

During the June 171" meeting, | explained to the City Council that the City Manager's
office frequently hears complaints regarding the City’s process for land use decisions. In
sum, this is because an applicant — for discretionary decisions — must first seek approval
from the Planning Commission and then, separately, seek DRB approval for the same
project. Persons disagreeing with decisions rendered by either the Planning Commission
or DRB could separately appeal to the City Council. Once the City Council makes a
decision, however, that does not mean that the process is complete: even if the City
Council approves a project upon appeal, the City still cannot issue building permits until
an applicant receives approvals from the DRB.

The proposed ordinance for the City’s Planning Agency would amend the MPMC to
clarify the delegation of authority to the Planning Commission and DRB. In substance,
the ordinance would make the DRB advisory to the Planning Commission; once the
Planning Commission made a land use decision, that decision would become final
unless appealed to the City Council. Separately, the City Council would retain primary
authority to approve zone changes and development agreements; to make General Plan
findings regarding public projects; be the final decision-maker for projects upon appeal;
and, in its discretion, act as the Planning Agency for particular projects.

2 Ordinance No. 1615, adopted February 27, 1984.
3 Adopted by City Council Resolution No. 9084 on March 31, 1987 which incorporates Planning
Commission Resolution No. 6-87 adopted March 5, 1987.
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It is anticipated that these changes would help (1) speed the process for City
consideration of land use projects; (2) reduce the number of separate discretionary
approvals needed for a particular project; and (3) ensure that the City Council remains
the final decision-maker regarding any project that is appealed.

» Business Recovery Program Phase |

Separately, an urgency and regular ordinance would implement non-land use regulations
to help implement Phase | of the Business Recovery Program. These proposals were
briefly discussed on June 17" and are being treated separately from the draft ordinances
regarding the Planning Agency restructuring.

The Business Recovery Program Phase | would consist of two substantive matters: (1)
an outdoor dining and retail permitting process; and (2) a self-certification process. Both
of these were explained in the June 171" staff report and during the City Council meeting.
The end date for Phase | would be December 31, 2020. If Phase | assists in restarting
the local economy, the City Council could consider implementing these policies as a
permanent part of the MPMC or simply extend the temporary regulations.

» Business Recovery Program Phase |l

After the June 17" meeting, it became apparent the City Council wished to consider
other regulations affecting land use. While draft regulations are prepared (see attached),
| thought it would be better for the City Council to identify which specific policies should
be considered during a public hearing that is now scheduled for the July 15, 2020 City
Council meeting. To help the City Council with identifying which policies should move
forward, each of the following is identified as a “Policy” with a number designation, e.g.,
“Policy 1.” If the City Council wishes to consider any of these Policies, then it should
simply designate which one(s) as part of a motion.

Policy 1: Parking. The proposed regulations would allow the City Planner to approve
parking through different methods other than the standards set forth in the MPMC. One
method, for example, would be to approve parking standards based upon a parking
needs study prepared by a licensed professional for a specific project.

Policy 2: Administrative Use Permit — Alcohol Licenses. Currently, persons seeking
an alcohol license must, in addition to obtain the license from the California Department
of Alcohol Beverage Control (“ABC”), request a conditional use permit (“CUP”) from the
City (via the Planning Commission). The CUP acts as the City’s consent for ABC (also
known as a public convenience and necessity letter or “PCN”). A CUP, however, is not
required by California law; a PCN can be issued administratively.

Policy 3: Administrative Use Permit - Drive-throughs. Authorize the City Engineer to

review and approve drive-through plans submitted by applicants where the underlying
zoning allows for such uses. Those plans must be prepared by a design professional
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(e.g., a traffic engineer or architect) and could allow for relaxed setbacks if needed to
accommodate vehicle queuing to help avoid stacking of vehicles onto public roads.

Policy &: Business Recovery Development agreement Zone (‘BRDZ”). Not all
projects fit neatly into the MPMC'’s zoning regulations. Some projects may be more
desirable to the City and the needs of such projects could be met through a negotiated
development agreement. That development agreement could then also implement
changes to the underlying zoning through an overlay zone (currently, California law
provides that development agreements are just that: contracts, they do not act as zone
changes). The BRDZ would allow some flexibility in the standards of an underlying
zoning on a case-by-case basis.

Policy 6: Noise Disturbances. The MPMC’s noise regulations currently govern noise
based upon decibel readings. Temporary noise regulations would provide a general
definition of “noise” — rather than relying exclusively upon decibel readings — and allow
the City to approve temporary (not more than three months) noise generation.

Policy 7: California Building Code (“CBC”). Most structures in the City were
constructed before the current version of the CBC became effective (the CBC is
adopted in three year cycles; it was last adopted in 2019). When business owners and
developers seek new permits for, e.g., renovations or expansions, of existing buildings,
they frequently are required to make structural changes elsewhere within the building in
order to comply with the current CBC. The proposed temporary amendments to the
CBC would allow design professionals to submit studies to the Building Official for
approval demonstrating that the current structures met the minimum requirements of the
current CBC. This would help streamline the City’s process for issuing building permits.

Policy 8: Public Projects. Allow the City Council to exempt public projects from
zoning regulations under certain circumstances. There are circumstances where a public
project would require separate land use approvals to be constructed. While infrequent, a
public project may not completely comply with the City’s existing zoning regulations.
Under such circumstances, the Business Recovery Program would allow the City
Council to exempt the project from zoning regulations.

The above policies are the ones that are currently noticed for the July 15 public
hearing. However, the City Council is certainly welcomed to provide additional or
alternative direction to staff regarding the Phase Il Business Recovery Program. Any
policies not listed above may require a separate public hearing to be considered.

FISCAL IMPACT:

There are no direct foreseeable costs associated with adopting these Ordinances.
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Respectfully submitted and prepared by:

Vﬁn —City Manager

77 KarlH, Befger,
Assistanj/City Attorney

Attachment(s)

1. June 17" Staff Report (without attachments);

2. Urgency and Regular Ordinance reorganizing the Monterey Park Planning
Agency;

3. Urgency and Regular Ordinance implementing Phase | of the Business Recovery
Program; and

4. DRAFT regulations for Policies 1-8.
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ATTACHMENT 1
June17th Staff Report (without attachments)
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X  City Council Staff Report

DATE: June 17, 2020
AGENDA ITEM NO: New Business
Agenda item 5-B
TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: Ron Bow, City Manager

SUBJECT: Consideration and possible action regarding implementing a Business
Recovery Program for restarting the local economy

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the City Council consider:
1. Adopting an uncodified Urgency Ordinance upon 4/5s vote implementing a
Business Recovery Program;
2. Introducing and waiving first reading of an uncodified Ordinance implementing a
Business Recovery Program; and
3. Taking such additional, related, action that may be desirable.

CEQA:

These Ordinances were reviewed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(Public Resources Code §§ 21000, et seq., “CEQA”) and the regulations promulgated
thereunder (14 Cal. Code of Regulations §§15000, et seq., the “CEQA Guidelines").
Based upon that review, these Ordinances are exempt from further review pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines § 15269(a) because the protection of public and private property is
necessary to maintain service essential to the public, health and welfare.! Additionally,
these Ordinances are exempt pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15061(b)(3) because it
can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the Ordinances may have a

significant effect on the environment.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On March 11, 2020, the City of Monterey Park declared a local emergency because of
the COVID-19 Pandemic. It also declared a local emergency on May 31, 2020 because
of the community unrest resulting from the death of George Floyd. These national, state,
and local emergencies resulted in devastating impacts to the economy including, without
limitation, unemployment rates unmatched since the Great Depression. Many economic
forecasts predict that the United States already entered into recession. To help assist the
restart of the City's local economy, the City Council may wish to consider implementing
the proposed Business Recovery Program.

1 CEQA findings regarding an anticipated imminent emergency are valid (see CalBeach Advocates v. City
of Solana Beach (2002) 103 Cal.App.4th 529).
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DISCUSSION

Since the COVID-19 Pandemic started, the City Council was clear that public health and
safety was the City's foremost priority. That resulted in the City reacting to the Pandemic
by cancelling public events; closing public facilities, and taking other measures
calculated to help ensure that City employees and the general public were not
unnecessarily exposed to any spread of the coronavirus. The City is now entering into a
second phase for responding to the Pandemic: protection and promotion of the public
welfare by helping restart the local economy.

During a series of special meetings in May, the City Council considered the City’s budget
and financial status for the end of Fiscal Year 2019-20 and the projections for Fiscal
Year 2020-21. The City's financial status is grim. FY 2019-20 will end with a potential
$3.1M General Fund shortfall; and the reduction in tax revenue for FY 2020-21 will

amount to approximately $1.8M.

The outlook for the City's local economy, i.e., private businesses, may be even bleaker.
Many economists assert that the Nation already entered a recession.? This potential is
certainly reflected in the City’s budget projections.

To help assist the local economy, the City Manager asked Department Directors to
suggest various changes to the City's existing policies that would help “cut through the
red tape’ in government. Those recommendations were assembled into a “Business
Recovery Program” that is now presented to the City Council for consideration.
Ordinarily, these policy changes would be provided to the City Council as stand-alone
items, i.e., each one of these proposed policy changes would be considered as individual
items for the City Council over a series of separate meetings. These, however, are not

ordinary times.

If the City Council seeks to provide some immediate relief to local businesses, then it
should consider approving the Business Recovery Program as set forth in the attached
ordinances. If adopted, the Ordinances will initiate additional policy considerations for the
City Council that will be provided at the July 1, 2020 regular meeting. The first part of the
Business Recovery Program is described below.

» Land Use/Planning Decisions

The Business Recovery Program would implement several substantial changes in
decision-making regarding proposed developments.

2 “A recession is a significant decline in economic activity spread across the economy, lasting more than a
few months, normally visible in production, employment, real income, and other indicators.” — National
Bureau of Economic Research (reporting on the 2007 Great Recession).
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¢ Planning Agency

Currently, the Monterey Park Municipal Code (“MPMC”) delegates land use planning
authority to the Planning Commission and Design Review Board (‘DRB"). Decisions from
those two subordinate commissions may be appealed to the City Council which acts as
the final decision-maker. There is no legal requirement, however, for the City Council to
delegate such authority; it can act as the City's Planning Agency by itself. If adopted, the
draft Ordinances would cause the City Council act as the Monterey Park Planning

Agency.

Now, development projects are frequently delayed for months so that the Planning
Commission can consider project applications. Even after the Planning Commission
approves a project, that project must still ordinarily obtain the DRB's approval before the
City can issue building permits for a project. This proposal would allow development
projects requiring discretionary land use decision-making to go directly to the City
Council for consideration.

If the City Council acts as the Planning Agency, months of delay for development
projects can be avoided. That is because the City Council's consideration of a project
would be the City’s final decision; there would be no need for a stop at either the
Planning Commission or DRB. This would significantly reduce the time period for
developers to obtain a final decision regarding proposed projects.

e City Council approved projects

The Business Recovery Program would also allow all projects that were already
approved by the City Council to be deemed approved for all purposes. Currently,
projects that were appealed to the City Council may still require additional discretionary
approvals from, e.g., the DRB, before the City can issue a building permit. This further
delays the construction time for projects and costs applicants additional money.

e Self-Certification

A frequent complaint among applicants is the delay in having building plans reviewed
and approved by the City. The Business Recovery Program proposes a voluntary self-
certification process by which applicants could self-certify their building plans. In sum,
this program would allow design professionals (e.g., architects and engineers) to certify
plans for building applications as being correct; complying with the law; and prepared by
that licensed professional. Currently, design professionals often rely upon the City's
independent review of plans to correct any deficiencies in submitted plans. Practically,
that both delays the time for processing plans (since it results in multiple corrections) and
allows the design professional to further charge their clients for corrections. Self-
certification places the burden on the design professionals to submit correct plans from
the outset. And any problems found in the plans during the City's inspection of a project
would be the fault of the design professional; corrections required by such errors would
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be paid for by the design professional. This program — in other jurisdictions — has led to
increased accountability and efficiency for private development projects.

» Public Projects

Public projects support the local economy by infusing public money into the construction
industry. Such projects result in employment of high-paid workers, help suppliers, and
otherwise benefit the general public. The Business Recovery Program proposes two
substantive changes for public projects: (1) modifications to the informal bid process
which also increases the contract signing authority for the City Manager (considered
under a separate agenda item); and (2) allowing the City Council to exempt public
projects from zoning regulations under certain circumstances. As to the second item,
there are circumstances where a public project would require separate land use
approvals to be constructed. The most common is a report from the City's Planning
Agency that a project complies with the Monterey Park General Plan. That could now be
addressed by the City Council acting as the Planning Agency (rather than the Planning
Commission). Less frequently, a public project may not completely comply with the City's
existing zoning regulations. Under such circumstances, the Business Recovery Program
would allow the City Council to exempt the project from zoning regulations.

» Outdoor Dining Permits

Because of the various COVID-19 related Health Orders governing dining
establishments, indoor dining is limited throughout the City. This is a result of the
physical distancing requirements; limitations on occupancy (usually a quarter of the
approved occupancy load); and personal protection equipment (e.g., masks) needs.

A recommendation incorporated into the Business Recovery Program is for the City to
issue outdoor dining permits for businesses. This would allow various sales (such as
dining) on public right-of-ways including, for example, sidewalks and public parking lots.

Most scientific data developed during the Pandemic show that outdoor activities — where
wind, sunlight, and open spaces interfere with the spread of the coronavirus -
significantly reduce the likelihood of exposure to COVID-19. Accordingly, outdoor events
assist commercial establishments by increasing patronage while also adhering to Health

Order requirements.

If adopted, the Business Recovery Program would allow these permits to be issued
administratively by the City Planner. Any decisions by the City Planner could be
appealed to the City Council.

> Additional Recommendations
These Ordinances would adopt the first part of the Business Recovery Program as

described above. They would also direct the City Manager to schedule public hearings to
consider the following changes to the City’s existing land use regulations:
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e Parking standards. Among other considerations, whether to allow tandem
parking; vehicle lift stations; off-site parking; or an adjustment of parking
requirements based upon a parking study completed by licensed
professionals.

« Development Agreements. Whether to consider adopting overlay zones
that would allow flexibility in development standards via a development

agreement.

o Setback Requirements. Whether setback requirements may be varied
either administratively or via approval by the Monterey Park Planning
Agency.

¢ Administrative Approval for Alcohol. Consideration of whether
establishments serving alcohol may be approved on an administrative
level rather than requiring a conditional use permit.

e One-Stop Permitting. Consideration of combining various boards and
commissions with discretionary authority over land use regulations in
order to reduce time frame within which a development may be approved.
Among other things, consider whether existing MPMC regulations may be

consolidated.

Any of these proposed changes to the City's zoning regulations require a public hearing.
If the City Council adopts these Ordinance, a public hearing would be scheduled for July
1, 2020 to consider any amendments. A public hearing would also be scheduled for July
1, 2020 to consider any proposed fees for permit processing (as described in the
Business Recovery Program).

The Business Recovery Program, as described above, is set forth in two uncodified
Ordinances. One is an urgency ordinance that would take effect immediately upon a
4/5s vote of the City Council; the other is a regular ordinance. Second reading and
adoption of the regular ordinance would occur on July 1, 2020. These Ordinances would
sunset on June 30, 2021 unless they are terminated, superseded, or extended before
that date. This would help ensure that there was immediate assistance to the local
economy but also allow the City Council to consider each of the proposed elements of
the Business Recovery Program as separate items between now and 2021.

While the City is facing its own budget challenges, the impact to the community is likely
more significant. Private developers (whether for large-scale projects or residential
homes) should not be required to experience the typical red tape of government. And
existing businesses should expect rapid assistance from the City when it comes to
reopening. The Business Recovery Program — and its next phase — will help fulfill the
City's duty to promote public welfare while also protecting public health and safety.
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FISCAL IMPACT:

There are no direct foreseeable costs associated with adopting these Ordinances.

Respectfully submitted and prepared by:
&B}Gn " City Manager

Reviewed by:

Karl H Berger,
Assista ty Attorney

Attachment(s)

1. Urgency and Regular Ordinance adopting the Monterey Park Business Recovery
Program
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ATTACHMENT 2
Urgency and Regular Ordinance reorganizing the
Monterey Park Planning Agency
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ORDINANCE NO. XXXX

AN URGENCY ORDINANCE AMENDING THE MONTEREY PARK MUNICIPAL
CODE TO REVISE THE DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE
PLANNING COMMISSION AND DESIGN REVIEW BOARD.

THE COUNCIL DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. Findings. The City Council finds, determines and declares as follows:

A On March 11, 2020, at 7:00 p.m., the City declared a state of local
emergency due to the COVID-19 Pandemic (the “Emergency”). That
Emergency was ratified by Resolution No. 12142, adopted March 18,
2020; extended on April 15, 2020 by Resolution No. 12151; and further
extended on June 3, 2020 by Resolution No. 12164.

B. An additional local emergency was declared on May 31, 2020 related to
the unrest associated with the tragic death of George Floyd in
Minneapolis, MN. That emergency was ratified on June 3, 2020 by
Resolution No. 12165 (also part of the “Emergency”).

C. The City Council takes notice of the well-documented secondary effects of
the Emergency include record-high unemployment rates, bankruptcy, and
other disastrous effects upon the national, state, and local economies. It
will be many months before the complete extent of this economic
devastation is clarified.

D. The City Council believes that it is in the public interest for the City to
implement regulations to facilitate the rapid recovery of the local economy,
promote additional economic growth, and mitigate the effects of the
Emergency.

E. Regulations are needed to efficiently implement development projects that
will create jobs, invest in the local economy, assist in recovery, and protect
the public welfare.

F. Because of the findings set forth above, the City Council finds that this
Ordinance should be adopted on an urgency basis to preserve the public
health, safety, and welfare in accordance with Government Code §§
36934 and 36937(b).

G. A review of the Monterey Park Municipal Code (“MPMC”) suggests that
land use planning and permitting should be more efficient. While the City

Council believes that it is in the public interest for land use powers to be
exercised by the Planning Commission, the City Council is ultimately

Page 1 of 5

Page 21 of 413



responsible for implementing the General Plan (and Land Use Element)
for the public welfare. Accordingly, the City Council should retain certain
land use authority so that it can directly exercise the City’s Planning
Agency powers.

H. Further review of the historical functions of the design review board
(“DRB"), and its effect on land use projects, suggest that its role should be
revised and updated. Standards that it is charged with implementing are
more than 30 years old and unlikely to meet current land use
expectations. Moreover, authorizing the DRB to exercise certain land use
powers — after the Planning Commission or City Council have already
considered a project — provides unnecessary cost and expense to
property owners who seek to develop their properties. Its role should be
advisory to the Planning Commission and, under some circumstances, the
Planning Commission.

SECTION 2. Chapter 2.56 of the MPMC is amended in its entirety to read as follows:
“Chapter 2.56
MONTEREY PARK PLANNING AGENCY
2.56.010. Planning Commission. Pursuant to Government Code § 65100, a planning
commission is created. Except as otherwise provided, the City Council delegates authority to

the Planning Commission as follows:

A The Planning Commission may act as the City’s Planning Agency in accordance
with Government Code §§ 6500, et seq.

B. The Planning Commission must receive and expeditiously act on all assignments
made by City Council resolution or minute order.

C. The Planning Commission may make recommendations to the City Council
regarding land use regulations including, without limitation, amendments to the
General Plan or this Code.

D. The Planning Commission may administer Title 21 of this Code as specified.

2.56.020. Exceptions. Notwithstanding any other regulation in this chapter, the City
Council will act as the City’s Planning Agency as follows:

A. By resolution for any particular project or land use consideration.

B. For all public projects requiring findings of General Plan consistency in
accordance with Government Code § 65402.
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C. For all projects requiring a zone change; zone map amendment; or development
agreement.

D. For any project appealed to the City Council from the Planning Commission.

2.56.030. Design Review Board. Pursuant to Government Code § 65100, a design review
board is created to advise the Planning Commission or City Council as follows:

A. For projects referred to it by the City Planner, the Planning Commission, or the
City Council, the design review board will:

1. Recommend to the Planning Commission regarding the design of new
buildings and structures and modifications to existing buildings and
structures and facades, signage, landscaping, open space, pedestrian
walkways and appurtenances, and the use of colors, materials, and
construction requirements.

2. Advise the Planning Commission regarding high quality design standards
in buildings and development projects to conserve the value of buildings,
encourage the most appropriate use of land and maintain a proper
relationship between the taxable value of real property and cost of
providing municipal services.

B. On an annual basis, or as requested by the City Planner, the Planning
Commission, or the City Council, the design review board will:

1. Recommend methods to the Planning Commission for implementing the
interdependence of land values and aesthetics to abet excellence of
development of property and maintenance of values of surrounding
properties.

2. Recommend to the Planning Commission reasonable controls over the
character and design of private building, structures and open spaces to
ensure that public benefits from use of public funds for streets and public
facilities are protected.

C. Receive and expeditiously act on all assignments made by the City Council or
Planning Commission.

2.56.040. Design Review Membership. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Code,
members of the design review board may either be residents of the city or persons maintaining
a business license in the city. It is recommended members have a background as an architect,
planner, landscape architect, civil engineer building contractor, or a practicing licensed
electrician.”

SECTION 3. All references in MPMC Title 21 to “design review board” are changed to

Page 3 of 5

Page 23 of 413



“Planning Commission.” MPMC Chapter 2.78 and § 21.02.080 are repealed.

SECTION 4. Conflicts. In the event of a conflict between the provisions of this
Ordinance and the provisions the MPMC, any other ordinance, or any resolution, the
provisions of this Ordinance and the Program govern. The City Planner is authorized to resolve
any ambiguities in the manner set forth in the MPMC. Any such determination must be
forwarded to the City Council as an informational item when practicable.

SECTION 5. Environmental Review. This Ordinance was reviewed pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code §§ 21000, ef seq., “CEQA”) and
the regulations promulgated thereunder (14 Cal. Code of Regulations §§15000, et seq., the
“CEQA Guidelines”). Based upon that review, this Ordinance is exempt from further review
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15269(a) because the protection of public and private property
is necessary to maintain service essential to the public, health and welfare.! Additionally, this
Ordinance is exempt pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15061(b)(3) because it can be seen with
certainty that there is no possibility that the Ordinance may have a significant effect on the
environment.

SECTION 6. Construction. This Ordinance must be broadly construed to achieve the
purposes stated in this Ordinance. It is the City Council's intent that the provisions of this
Ordinance be interpreted or implemented by the City and others in a manner that facilitates the
purposes set forth in this Ordinance.

SECTION 7. Severability. If any part of this Ordinance or its application is deemed
invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the City Council intends that such invalidity will not
affect the effectiveness of the remaining provisions or applications and, to this end, the
provisions of this Ordinance are severable.

SECTION 8. Recordation. The City Clerk, or his duly appointed deputy, is directed to
certify the passage and adoption of this Ordinance; cause it to be entered into the City of
Monterey Park’s book of original ordinances; make a note of the passage and adoption in the
records of this meeting; and, within fifteen (15) days after the passage and adoption of this
Ordinance, and cause it to be published or posted in accordance with California law.

SECTION 9. Declaration of Urgency. Based on the findings set forth in Section 1, this is
an Urgency Ordinance adopted for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health,
safety and welfare.

SECTION 10. Electronic Signatures. This Ordinance may be executed with electronic
signatures in accordance with Government Code §16.5. Such electronic signatures will be
treated in all respects as having the same effect as an original signature.

SECTION 11. Effective Date. This Ordinance will become effective immediately

' CEQA findings regarding an anticipated imminent emergency are valid (see CalBeach Advocates v. City of
Solana Beach (2002) 103 Cal.App.4th 529).
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upon adoption pursuant to Government Code §§ 36934 and 36937 for the immediate
preservation of the public peace, health, safety, and welfare. Pursuant to those statutes this
Ordinance is adopted by fourth-fifths vote of the City Council.

THIS ORDINANCE WAS DULY PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED BY
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK AT ITS REGULAR
MEETING OF JULY 1, 2020.

Hans Liang, Mayor
ATTEST:

Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk
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ORDINANCE NO. XXXX

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE MONTEREY PARK MUNICIPAL CODE TO
REVISE THE DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PLANNING
COMMISSION AND DESIGN REVIEW BOARD.

THE COUNCIL DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. Findings. The City Council finds, determines and declares as follows:

A The City Council believes that it is in the public interest for the City to
implement regulations to facilitate the rapid recovery of the local economy,
promote additional economic growth, and mitigate the effects of the
COVID-19 Pandemic;

B. Regulations are needed to efficiently implement development projects that
will create jobs, invest in the local economy, assist in recovery, and protect
the public welfare;

C. A review of the Monterey Park Municipal Code (“MPMC”) suggests that
land use planning and permitting should be more efficient. While the City
Council believes that it is in the public interest for land use powers to be
exercised by the Planning Commission, the City Council is ultimately
responsible for implementing the General Plan (and Land Use Element)
for the public welfare. Accordingly, the City Council should retain certain
land use authority so that it can directly exercise the City’s Planning
Agency powers;

D. Further review of the historical functions of the design review board
(‘DRB”), and its effect on land use projects, suggest that its role should be
revised and updated. Standards that it is charged with implementing are
more than 30 years old and unlikely to meet current land use
expectations. Moreover, authorizing the DRB to exercise certain land use
powers — after the Planning Commission or City Council have already
considered a project — provides unnecessary cost and expense to
property owners who seek to develop their properties. Its role should be
advisory to the Planning Commission and, under some circumstances, the
Planning Commission.

SECTION 2. Chapter 2.56 of the MPMC is amended in its entirety to read as follows:
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“Chapter 2.56
MONTEREY PARK PLANNING AGENCY

2.56.010. Planning Commission. Pursuant to Government Code § 65100, a planning
commission is created. Except as otherwise provided, the City Council delegates authority to
the Planning Commission as follows:

A The Planning Commission may act as the City’s Planning Agency in accordance
with Government Code §§ 6500, ef seq.

B. The Planning Commission must receive and expeditiously act on all assignments
made by City Council resolution or minute order.

C. The Planning Commission may make recommendations to the City Council
regarding land use regulations including, without limitation, amendments to the
General Plan or this Code.

D. The Planning Commission may administer Title 21 of this Code as specified.

2.56.020. Exceptions. Notwithstanding any other regulation in this chapter, the City
Council will act as the City’s Planning Agency as follows:

A By resolution for any particular project or land use consideration.

B. For all public projects requiring findings of General Plan consistency in
accordance with Government Code § 65402.

C. For all projects requiring a zone change; zone map amendment; or development
agreement.

D. For any project appealed to the City Council from the Planning Commission.

2.56.030. Design Review Board. Pursuant to Government Code § 65100, a design review
board is created to advise the Planning Commission or City Council as follows:

A For projects referred to it by the City Planner, the Planning Commission, or the
City Council, the design review board will:

1. Recommend to the Planning Commission regarding the design of new
buildings and structures and modifications to existing buildings and
structures and facades, signhage, landscaping, open space, pedestrian
walkways and appurtenances, and the use of colors, materials, and
construction requirements.
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2. Advise the Planning Commission regarding high quality design standards
in buildings and development projects to conserve the value of buildings,
encourage the most appropriate use of land and maintain a proper
relationship between the taxable value of real property and cost of
providing municipal services.

B. On an annual basis, or as requested by the City Planner, the Planning
Commission, or the City Council, the design review board will:

1. Recommend methods to the Planning Commission for implementing the
interdependence of land values and aesthetics to abet excellence of
development of property and maintenance of values of surrounding
properties.

2. Recommend to the Planning Commission reasonable controls over the
character and design of private building, structures and open spaces to
ensure that public benefits from use of public funds for streets and public
facilities are protected.

C. Receive and expeditiously act on all assignments made by the City Council or
Planning Commission.

2.56.040. Design Review Membership. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Code,
members of the design review board may either be residents of the city or persons maintaining
a business license in the city. It is recommended members have a background as an architect,
planner, landscape architect, civil engineer building contractor, or a practicing licensed
electrician.”

SECTION 3. All references in MPMC Title 21 to “design review board” are changed to
“Planning Commission.” MPMC Chapter 2.78 and § 21.02.080 are repealed.

SECTION 4. Conflicts. In the event of a conflict between the provisions of this
Ordinance and the provisions the MPMC, any other ordinance, or any resolution, the
provisions of this Ordinance and the Program govern. The City Planner is authorized to resolve
any ambiguities in the manner set forth in the MPMC. Any such determination must be
forwarded to the City Council as an informational item when practicable.

SECTION 5. Environmental Review. This Ordinance was reviewed pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code §§ 21000, ef seq., “CEQA") and
the regulations promulgated thereunder (14 Cal. Code of Regulations §§15000, et seq., the
“CEQA Guidelines”). Based upon that review, this Ordinance is exempt from further review
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15269(a) because the protection of public and private property
is necessary to maintain service essential to the public, health and welfare.” Additionally, this

" CEQA findings regarding an anticipated imminent emergency are valid (see CalBeach Advocates v. City of
Solana Beach (2002) 103 Cal.App.4th 529).
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Ordinance is exempt pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15061(b)(3) because it can be seen with
certainty that there is no possibility that the Ordinance may have a significant effect on the
environment.

SECTION 6. Construction. This Ordinance must be broadly construed to achieve the
purposes stated in this Ordinance. It is the City Council's intent that the provisions of this
Ordinance be interpreted or implemented by the City and others in a manner that facilitates the
purposes set forth in this Ordinance.

SECTION 7. Severability. If any part of this Ordinance or its application is deemed
invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the City Council intends that such invalidity will not
affect the effectiveness of the remaining provisions or applications and, to this end, the
provisions of this Ordinance are severable.

SECTION 8. Recordation. The City Clerk, or his duly appointed deputy, is directed to
certify the passage and adoption of this Ordinance; cause it to be entered into the City of
Monterey Park’s book of original ordinances; make a note of the passage and adoption in the
records of this meeting; and, within fifteen (15) days after the passage and adoption of this
Ordinance, and cause it to be published or posted in accordance with California law.

SECTION 9. Electronic Signatures. This Ordinance may be executed with electronic
signatures in accordance with Government Code §16.5. Such electronic signatures will be
treated in all respects as having the same effect as an original signature.

SECTION 10. Effective Date. This Ordinance will become effective 30 days after
its adoption.

THIS ORDINANCE WAS DULY PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK AT ITS REGULAR MEETING OF JULY 15,
2020.

Hans Liang, Mayor
ATTEST:

Vincent D. Chang, City Clerk

?fﬁRM:

/) P
Karl H. Berger, Asgistant City Attorney
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ATTACHMENT 3
Urgency and Regular Ordinance implementing
Phase | of the Business Recovery Program

Page 30 of 413



ORDINANCE NO. XXXX

AN UNCODIFIED URGENCY ORDINANCE ADOPTING NON-LAND USE
REGULATIONS FOR IMPLEMENTING THE MONTEREY PARK BUSINESS
RECOVERY PROGRAM.

THE COUNCIL DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. Findings. The City Council finds, determines and declares as follows:

A. On March 11, 2020, at 7:.00 p.m., the City declared a state of local
emergency due to the COVID-19 Pandemic (the “Emergency”). That
Emergency was ratified by Resolution No. 12142, adopted March 18,
2020; extended on April 15, 2020 by Resolution No. 12151; and further
extended on June 3, 2020 by Resolution No. 12164;

B. An additional local emergency was declared on May 31, 2020 related to
the unrest associated with the tragic death of George Floyd in
Minneapolis, MN. That emergency was ratified on June 3, 2020 by
Resolution No. 12165 (also part of the “Emergency”);

C. The City Council takes notice of the well-documented secondary effects of
the Emergency include record-high unemployment rates, bankruptcy, and
other disastrous effects upon the national, state, and local economies. It
will be many months before the complete extent of this economic
devastation is clarified;

D. The City Council believes that it is in the public interest for the City to
implement regulations to facilitate the rapid recovery of the local economy,
promote additional economic growth, and mitigate the effects of the
Emergency;,

E. Regulations are needed to efficiently implement development projects that
will create jobs, invest in the local economy, assist in recovery, and protect
the public welfare;

F. The City Manager and City Planner may recommend changes to this
Ordinance — including codification within the Monterey Park Municipal
Code — when it is practicable;

G. Because of the findings set forth above, the City Council finds that this
Ordinance should be adopted on an urgency basis to preserve the public

health, safety, and welfare in accordance with Government Code §§
36934 and 36937(b); and
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H. The regulations adopted by this Ordinance are intended to be
implemented temporarily in order to accelerate City approvals and
promote local businesses. This Ordinance will be uncodified and referred
to as the “Monterey Park Business Recovery Program.”

SECTION 3. Monterey Park Business Recovery Program. The Monterey Park Business
Recovery Program (the “Program”) attached as Exhibit “A,” and incorporated by reference is
adopted by the City Council as if fully set forth.

SECTION 4. Conflicts. In the event of a conflict between the provisions of this
Ordinance and the provisions the MPMC, any other ordinance, or any resolution, the
provisions of this Ordinance and the Program govern. The City Planner is authorized to resolve
any ambiguities in the manner set forth in the MPMC. Any such determination must be
forwarded to the City Council as an informational item when practicable.

SECTION 5. Environmental Review. This Ordinance was reviewed pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code §§ 21000, et seq., “CEQA”) and
the regulations promulgated thereunder (14 Cal. Code of Regulations §§15000, et seq., the
“CEQA Guidelines”). Based upon that review, this Ordinance is exempt from further review
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15269(a) because the protection of public and private property
is necessary to maintain service essential to the public, health and welfare." Additionally, this
Ordinance is exempt pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15061(b)(3) because it can be seen with
certainty that there is no possibility that the Ordinance may have a significant effect on the
environment.

SECTION 6. Sunset Clause. The Council finds that it is in the best interest of the public
safety, welfare and conveni